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Various Interpretations

Factors unfavorable and favorable to Italian uaifmn

Risorgimento from 1815-1848

Risorgimento from 1848-1870

What were the main schools of ideas on ltaliarfication? Examine their re-
spective success and failure.

“The failure of 1830 and 1848 revolutions contramitonsiderably to the eventual
success of Italy’s unification.” Critically examitiee validity of this statement.
Explain the initial success and ultimate failuretlod revolts which broke out in
1848 ltaly.

Give an account of the obstacles to Italian unificaand explain how these un-
favorable elements were removed in the courseabait unification movement.
Evaluate the contributions of Cavour, Mazzini arati@aldi to Italian unification.

. Discuss the positive and negative role of Cavouheltalian unification move-

ment.

Compare the role of Cavour and Napoleon lll inltegan unification movement.
“Italy could not make herself; she could only bedméy exploiting the differences
between the great powers” How far is this truehefitalian liberation by 18617.
“Italy could not stand it alone.” Critically exan@rthis statement with reference to
the Italian unification movement from 1830 to 1870.

“Nationalism and liberalism went hand in hand.” s@iss the validity of this
statement with reference to the Italian unificativovement in the fcentury.
“Nationalism was the main shaping force in Italiamfication movement.” Dis-
cuss the validity of this statement.

“Liberalism was the main shaping force in Italiamfication movement.” Discuss
the validity of this statement.

“Italy was unified by improvisation instead of calation” Discuss this statement.
Compare and contrast the Italian and German utidican terms of leadership,
obstacles and reasons of success.
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Various Interpretations

M. Salvadori
1. ‘The Franco-Piedmontese Alliance proved that Cavownlly wanted to unify
northern Italy but not the whole Italy.”

A.J. Taylor
1. “Cavour put himself first.”
2. “Garibaldi put Italy first.”

Metternich
1. “In Italy, provinces are against provinces, towgsiast towns, families against
families, and men against men.” (Italy before tB&0s)

George Meredith,
1. “Cavour, Mazzini, Garibaldi: Three: Her brain, Heoul, Her Sword”.

Mazzini
1. “the baton of Metternich governs and directs al pletty tyrants of Italy.”

Cavour
1. “The talk of Italian unity was a lot of nonsense.”

Lipson

1. “He (Cavour) was undoubtedly the main architedtalfan unity.”

2. “Whatever the original inspiration of Italian unitwhatever the agencies which
helped to achieve it, there can be no doubt teatal architect was Cavour.”

3. “The unification of Italy did not follow any pre-cceived plan, and many ideo-
logical, political and economic forces aided itedtly and indirectly. Curiously, a
favorable European climate was an essential ingnedior the unification of Italy.
There existed several pairs of the internationalflets, and out of their in-
ter-action sprang the Italian unification.”

R.R. Palmer

1. “ltaly was made....by the long high-minded apostdt®azzini. The audacity of
Garibaldi, the cold policy of Cavour, by war angurrection, by armed violence
endorsed by popular vote.”

V.D. Mahajan
1. “Unification of Italy was completed in 1870 as sukt of the efforts of the Italian
patriots, foreign help and the force of circumsemt
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Factors unfavorable and favorable to Italian unification

l. Factors unfavorable to Italian unification

1. The Vienna Settlement

I.  The prosperous regions of Lombardy and Venetiarbeca province in the
dynastic collection of the Austrian House of Hapgbu

ii. King Victor Emmanuel | of the House of Savoy wastoeed to the Hybrid
Kingdom of Piedmont-Sardinia.

lii. Petty sovereigns dependent on Austria were restorée duchies of Modena,
Parma, Lucca and Tuscany.

Iv. The Papacy recovered the Papal states.

v. The Bourbon King was restored to the Kingdom of Tia® Sicilies.

1. Metternich influence from 1815 to 1848

I. Metternich dominated affairs in Italy. Through tGengress System he was
able to exert influence to check the process tgribwards unification. The
Troppau Protocol was declared, justifying the potm interfere and suppress
revolution in any European country. Thus the rettoh in Naples, 1820
failed when the Laibach Congress authorized anrfusarmy to be sent to
restore King Ferdinand to absolute rule. On etsinn, the same army put
down another revolution in Sardinia. More thart th@ Congress of Verona
decided to stamp out the revolution in Spain wirench army. A revolution
likely to excite the Italians was suppressed thhoMgtternich’s insistence.
This prevented any chance of Italian unification.

ii. Revolutions of 1830 in the Duchies and the PapatleStwere crushed by the
Austrian arms. The result of these revolution4d&20 and 1830 was to give
Austria paramount control over the peninsula. Tée af unification was far-
ther away.

iii. Strict measures followed revolutions. For examMazzini was persecuted
for being a thinker and was imprisoned.

iv. Generally speaking, the failure of revolutions B2@ and 1830 showed the
difficulties confronting the makers of unificatiovere:

B the need of a capable leadership;

B the need of foreign help to overcome Austria;

B the need of wielding popular enthusiasm for theseanstead of rising on
local scales or half-hearted cooperation.

B the need of overcoming divided aims when some &Var republic and
others wanted a constitutional monarchy while yatter group sup-
ported a confederation under the Pope.

. Factors favorable to Italian unification

1. Legacy of French Revolution
During the French Revolution of 1789 and under degn, Italy came under
French dominion. Nationalism was born during fflesiod. Italy was less divided
than it had been for centuries; there was an apprtaunity and this led some
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Italians to desire the end of their long standingstbns. This feeling was ac-

companied by a hatred of foreign domination.

2. Indirect encouragement of nationalism and liberalisn by the Congress of

Vienna

Though the diplomats at Vienna did divide ltalgey did not succeed in
guenching the national spirit Napoleon had rousé@uiring the years after the

Congress the desire for some kind of unity grearsfer, particularly in the south.

This desire vented itself in sporadic insurrectiaigch were promptly suppressed

by Austrian soldiers. After every such uprising kustrian government ruthlessly

crushed all outward symptoms of opposition of iretefence. However the se-
verity of these measures only gave substance teping of nationalism. On the
surface the Austrians continued to exercise themidion, while underground
systematic preparations were being made foRtkar gimento- the movement for
liberalism, reform and unification of Italy.
3. Secret Societies and the spreading of nationalisnrmd liberalism

An important factor in the agitation was the sesceieties, the largest of which
was the Carbonari, or Charcoal Burners. It hadhlestimated that by the year

1820 the membership in these societies numberddwel 100,000, drawn from

all social classes. Under the watchwords ‘freedord independence’ the Car-

bonari were ceaselessly active in exciting oppmsiéind revolution against foreign
rule. This was distinctly nationalistic. But tteyolutions of 1820 and 1830 which
they actively promoted, were unsuccessful. Trelufes discredited it.

4. Outstanding leadership: Mazzini, Gioberti, Cavour and Garibaldi

Another important factor in bringing about tResorgimento was the impassioned

leadership of idealists and intellectuals. Thegtkée hopes for an independent

and united Italy alive even when their fortunesenat lowest ebb. The historical
writing of Balbo, the poetry of Leopardi, the nowélMazzini, the musical com-
position of Verdi all inspired the Italian mind ¢onceive of an unified Italy under

Italian rule.

l. Giusep pe Mazzini

The greatest of these idealists and the inspifensast of the rest, was Giuse pe

Mazzini. He was one of the three men to whom aladivethers the attainment of

Italian unity was due. George Meredith, the Engpslet, said, “Cavour, Mazzini,

Garibaldi: Three: Her brain, Her Soul, Her SworHe created the spirit of the

Risorgimento and made the Italian realize that, since they voaie people, they

should be unified. In other words, he was the &as Italian unity and nation-

hood.

I. Bornin Genoa and the son of a university profedserstudied law and read
widely in the writings of democratic thinkers. Hiadical learning soon
aroused the suspicion of the authorities. He batkg the revolutionary so-
ciety of Carbonari and then exiled for participgtin one of its riots. Having
lost faith in Carbonarism, whose leaders were lgngeen of advanced years,
he decided to entrust the cause of Italy to youthfinds and hands. Ac-
cordingly he organized among the Italian exileMarseilles a society called
Young ltaly (1832). It spread rapidly through adirthern all central Italy,
attracting mostly students, young professional naem youths of the mer-
cantile classes. Within two years the membershgwgo more than fifty
thousand. The banner of the organization borengnsade the words, “Unity
and Independence’ and on the reverse “Liberty, EHgudumanity’. Members
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undertook to disseminate the national idea regssdé sacrifices and hard-
ships even at the risk of their own lives. Soanldaven of freedom and unity
had permeated every part of Italy. Uprisings weganized in ltaly. He thus
provided not only ideas but also actions. All thésvored growth of a na-
tionalist glow throughout Italy: thigisorgimento.

Besides founding and directing the activities ofuMg Italy, Mazzini also
exercised great influence through his writings. videte many fervent articles
and pamphlets which, though immediately bannedhkbygovernment, were
smuggled into Italy. They were widely read, padiacly by the educated
classes. Mazzini regarded the political divisidritaly and of other parts of
Europe as artificial. He believed that beforeetdke the states of Europe must
be remodeled to conform as far as possible toriheiple of nationality. But
he did not regard the nation as an end in itsEdich nation had ‘its special
mission to execute’ and only as a nation can alpemmtribute its due share to
the general welfare of mankind. As to his courtayy, he thought that it
should become a Republic. This was because Maegarded a republic as
the only form of government consistent with thendlig of a people. He was
the leading figure in the establishment of the sheed Roman Republic
during the revolution of 1848-49. The most celédmtadisciple of Mazzini
was Joseph Garibaldi, who was attracted to ‘Youaly’'lits nationalism and
republicanism.

Vincent Gioberti
A second group, seeking to reconcile traditionagien with modern liber-
alism, was led by Vincent Gioberti, a Piedmontegesp who lived many
years in exile but he was never a republican. dHisf book, theMoral and
Civil Primacy of the Italians (1843), urged a confederation of existing Italian
states, each provided with a liberal constitutenmd all presided by the Pope.
A considerable number of upper class persons,dinaupatriotic members of
the Catholic clergy, shared his dream, and forief ime Pope Pius IX had
appeared to sympathize with it. Pius IX strengduethe hopes of his fol-
lowers by granting a list of liberal concessionpnaicedented in modern Italy.
Starting with an amnesty for political prisoners, $erved as the prime min-
ister of Sardinia. He issued edicts removing sofitle restrictions from the
conferring municipal government on Rome, and sumngpran advisory
council composed almost exclusively of laymen. fdether increased his
stature as a national hero by his hostility to Aasand by signing with
Piedmont and Tuscany a custom treaty which could baen the beginning of
deferral union of all Italian states. However whan saw that the people
would be satisfied with nothing less than a coasthal government, he be-
gan to retreat. Further reforms, he believed, @belincompatible with Papal
sovereignty. During the revolution of 1848, whgdw the establishment of a
short-lived republic in Rome and the flight of fhepe to Gaeta, Pius repented
of his liberalism and became a confirmed reactiypnar

Camillo Count di Cavour (1810-61)
Born in 1810 and belonging to a noble Piedmontasely, he was to acquire
fame as the foremost liberal nation-builder of #9¥ century. He followed
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the usual career of one in his position and becamdeofficer in the army. But
his liberal sympathies caused a quarrel with thbaities over his support of
the 1830 revolution in France. He left the armyt@31. He devoted himself
to the improvement of the family farms and to fgretravel. He had traveled
widely in England, France and Switzerland and wd®en student of ad-
vanced western methods in agriculture, industry padiamentary govern-
ment. It became the mission of his life to ‘wesiee’ Piedmont and eventu-
ally the whole of Italy. In 1847 he establishepparnal Il Risorgimento, ad-
vocating Italian unity and liberty. His articlas this journal exercised great
influence on the king as well as on public opinion.
In 1848 he took a seat in the parliament whichlteeh established as a result
of the 1848 revolution; In 1850 he was appointedister of agriculture and
commerce; and 1852 as Prime Minster and also tteaViruler of the king-
dom. ‘To convert Sardinia into a united Italy’ was goal. He wanted to
unify Italy under his master and make an Italiatiamawhich was a constitu-
tional monarchy.
His methods
B He realized what a strong Sardinia was essentiadbieving Italian na-
tional unity. Reforms were therefore undertakerieaiing the army,
communication, industries, trade, public works @udtoms. (see next
parts) He believed the necessity of foreign helpxpel Austria and he
looked to British sympathy and French military helge would not miss
any single chance to bring the Italian grievancthér notice and secure
their sympathy and help.

Giusep pe Garibaldi
Garibaldi, a native of Nice in Savoy, was a soldidventurer who carried out
irregular warfares to unify Italy. A republicandafree thinker, he became an
early member of Mazzini’'s Young Italy. Condemnedieath for his part in a
revolt in Savoy in 1834, he managed to escape tdthSAmerica where he
plunged at once into the revolutionary wars. Thieeegained the expert
knowledge of guerrilla warfare which served himveall in the conquest of
Naples and Sicily. He returned to Italy in 1848 &mught under king Charles
Albert in the war against Austria, carried on gilarevarfare in the foothills of
the Alps. With Mazzini, he helped to establishRwman republic in 1849 but
failed to defend it against French troops; werd Batile to America. Returned
to Italy again in 1859 during the Austro-Sardiniatar, Cavour raised an ir-
regular force of mountain troops for Garibaldi whiconducted guerrilla
warfare against the Austrians He hated Cavougifong Nice, his birthplace,
to France by the Treaty of Turin of 1860. He alsvdisliked Italy’s becoming
a kingdom instead of a republic.
It was by the work of Garibaldi that Naples, Veaadnd Papal States joined
Piedmont.
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Risorgimento From 1815-1848

Revolts from 1820 to 1830
Under the government established in 1815, natijoai@iotism was unlawful. Most
of the Italians were indifferent to revolution, aesien actively supported the
anti-revolutionary forces. Only the liberals adated freedom, constitutional
government and national sovereignty.
Carbonari, the secret society which advocated pomdvereignty, certain mixed
and vague political ideals and the overthrow ofsgmg government, was one
example.
Under influence of such secret societies, in 1820 8321 there were military
coups with liberal aims in Naples and Piedmont. n&tbeless, they were sup-
pressed by Austrian forces under the influence eftéfnich.
In 1830, liberals were encouraged by the July Reia. The leaders were those
intellectuals. The movement was weakened by pomsdirrivalry and personal
jealousies. Some liberals and nationalists imapitmat Louis Philippe might
come to their support, but Louis Philippe had nsirgeto challenge Austria.
Enrico Misely, a lawyer of Modena, had plannedlzeste for the creation of con-
stitutional kingdom of Central Italy under the Dukeancis of Modena. Misely
believed that Louis Philippe would give him a newpé that France would oppose
any Austrian intervention in ltaly. He desiredtthainited Italy would be created in
the midst of conflict between France and AustiraFebruary 1831 a revolt broke
out in Modena. Francis betrayed the movement amestad those local leaders.
There were disturbances in Bologna and Parma. a#t the lack of agreement
between the rebels and the indifference of the esagmt made the revolt failed.

1848 Revolution
Before 1848 most of the Italian states were subgetd Austrian rule, except the
Papal states and the Kingdom of Piedmont-SardiMast of Italians were influ-
enced by secret societies such as Carbonari andgyttaly which spread the
revolutionary ideas throughout the Italian states.
In January, 1848, a rebellion against the misr@ilEesdinand Il broke out. As a
result, he was compelled to grant a constitutio8itily. In February and March,
the Naples, Tuscany and Piedmont as well as the Repe induced to grant con-
stitutions. On 18 March, revolts broke out in Milan Genoa)forced the Austrian
troops to evacuate. Revolts broke out also in &and the republicans set up the
Republic of St. Mark and forced the withdrawal afs&ian forces. As a result,
revolts broke out in Lombardy, Venetia, Parma, Bnycand Modena.
On 24 March, Piedmont, under Charles Albert, togethith Lombardy declared
war on Austria. The Pope however did not wantigege war with Austria which
was a Catholic country. The other states alsoviahd the Pope and gave only little
support to Charles Albert. Thus Piedmont and Laupaventually defeated on
24 July. Charles Albert abdicated in favor of msre stable son, Victor Em-
manuel Il. In the meantime, unrest in Rome lethtoflight of the Pope and the
establishment of the Roman Republic. In this stitgezini’s long cherished ideal
of a republic was set up. With Garibaldi’'s support.
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4. In July 1849, France overthrew the Roman Repulniit Erench troops occupied
Rome, the unrest in Rome was ended with the rdgioraf Pius IX under the
protection of French troops. On 28 August, Repubii Venice was also sup-
pressed and the Revolution failed.

II. Result of 1848 revolution

1. For the four constitutions granted in 1848, onlydsdaa Constitutionalism per-
petuated. Piedmont became the most liberal stat¢hee paradise for the political
exiles of other states.

2. In 1848 Cavour favored the formation of a unitaatesin northern Italy. After the
defeat, Cavour realized unification could not bhieeed without economic and
military strength or foreign help. Therefore, et1l850s, he carried out a series of
reforms, took part in the Crimean War, and condlualéreaty with France.

3. Before 1848, Gioberti, Mazzini and Federalists bedml each other. After the
failure of the Revolution, the influence of Giobeatéclined rapidly. The illiberal
Pope was no longer regarded as suitable leader daified Italy. Mazzinianism
never recovered in the 1850s to attract youngeergdions.
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Risorgimento From 1848-1870

New Situation

1. Inthe 1850’s the Italian unification movement wasre united than before. Most
of the liberals looked to Piedmont, with foreignheo steer towards unification;

2. By the beginning of 1856 most Italian patriots weoavinced that Cavour stood
firmly for free institutions and for a unitary stat

3. Inthe 1850s reaction dominated the Italian stexegpt Piedmont, which resulted
in the high prestige of Piedmont in the eyes ofiptst.

Cavour’s domestic measures

Despite his limited sympathy towards Cavour, KWigtor Emmanuel Il of
Piedmont appointed Cavour the Prime Minister in2L8%avour then carried out a
series of reforms

Cavour aimed to make Piedmont economically praives politically liberal
and financially stable. In this way he hoped th&dmont would be strong enough to
assume the leadership of Italy in the event offeerolvar with Austria.

Examples of areas in which Cavour’s measures wHeetive were the fol-
lowing:
1. Military aspects.

His first reform concerned military affairs. Henasthat if Piedmont were to unite

Italy, it must prepare for a new war; hence, hegaoize the army, built new for-

tresses or strengthened old ones, and generataised the military resources.

2. Economic and Communicative aspects

i. He also gave much attention to the developmenhadistry and commerce.
The building of factories and the importation ofahimery were encouraged.

ii. The public budget was reorganized, and the taxesjgh increased, were
more equitably distributed.

iii. He was also able to obtain a large loan from a barithnk. He put accounting
in order and introduced new fiscal policies.

iv. Communications were improved by the building olways, roads, harbors, a
tunnels through the Alps, and a line of steambbateeen Genoa and Amer-
ica. Piedmont came to be linked more closely éoWrest.

v. Furthermore, Cavour negotiated commercial treatigs France, England,
Belgium and Holland, Switzerland. In short, henehed Piedmont on a ca-
reer of rapid commercial progress. The wisdomigfezonomic administra-
tion was rewarded by the loyalty with which theiomatsupported all his for-
eign undertakings.

3. Political aspect

He reinforced the constitution in two ways:

I. to reduce the elements of feudal and clerical iegé;

ii. To build a board reliable majority which would cotidate the parliamentary
system and the positions of those who preparedté through it.

4. Religion

i. In 1850 he drafted the Siccardi Laws which curledgowers of the Church
by abolishing ecclesiastical courts.

ii. In 1855 religious orders were abolished, excemealmmncerned with teaching,
preaching and helping the sick.
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Therefore, by 1859, Piedmont was the most powstéik in Italy.

Cavour’s skillful diplomacy:

l. French aid sought

The ltalian failures of 1848-9 convinced Cavouatthaly could not achieve
unity without foreign help. Britain was sympatleeto the Italian cause, but was not
likely to render material assistance. Her diplanaglieved that Austrian power in
central Europe was necessary to preserve the leat@npower between France and

Russia. Cavour wanted to prevent any chance ofridustnsolidating her power in

Italian affairs. Napoleon lll, the champion of ioaility, seemed a likely ally to help

Piedmont overturn the status quo.

Reasons for Napoleon'’s interestor different reasons Napoleon was interestedan

affairs of northern, central and southern Italy.

1. Northern Italy. Napoleon’s family origins had belgalian and he was a former
member of the Carbonari. He wanted to help Piedrfree Italy from Austrian
rule, but his motives were far from altruistic. ekch nationalists did not want a
strong power rising on their south-east border.pdieon hoped that French in-
fluence would replace that of Austria in northeéatyl and also that France’s Alpine
frontier might be restored by the acquisition ot&and Savoy.

2. Central and southern Italy, Napoleon had no washrtite Italy as many liberals
hoped. He wanted to keep Italy weak and divided, @cept as far as the north
was concerned, was a supporter of the status quo.

3. Napoleon relied on the support of the clericalahk. He therefore supported the
Pope’s position in central Italy even though thisgented an obstacle to Italian
unity after 1848.

4. King Ferdinand of the Two Sicilies was supportedthy Tzar, with whom Na-
poleon wanted to remain on good terms. Napoleeretbre opposed any action
likely to harm the position of the Bourbon monarch.

I. Piedmont in the Crimean War.

Cavour hoped European powers might be interestelfalian problems if
Piedmont played an active role abroad. In DecertiBb France and Britain invited
Piedmont to join them in the Crimean War. The Riedtese cabinet opposed the idea,
but Cavour eventually brought Piedmont into the.war

In 1856 a Piedmontese force under La Marmora dill at the battle of the
Tchernaya. This helped to extinguish the stigmaanfier defeats at the hands of
Austria, and Piedmont staked a claim to Italiamléahip.

At the Paris Peace conference lItalian affairs vdefgated and Napoleon con-
tinued to express interests. However, Cavour wable to gain French support for any
changes in Italy.

. French aid and the Austrian war of 1859

10
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A. The Orsini Incident. Cavour despaired of help from France. Napolgpn a
peared to have forgotten about the Italian calidawever, it was soon brought to his
attention in a forcible manner. In January 185@8cEeOrsini, an Italian patriot, tried to
assassinate the Emperor in front of the Paris OHersse. Orsini, together with his
accomplices, was arrested. He later appealedet@rttperor to assist Italian liberty,
charging him with being a traitor to the causetalian freedom. This appeal was read
out at his trial. Napoleon was sufficiently immed to have it published and sent a
copy to Cavour.

France protested strongly to Britain, where thenbs used had been manu-
factured, and to Piedmont. Victor Emmanuel gav&na reply, while Cavour took
measures against the Mazzini press. This mollifredanger of Napoleon, who then
decided to assist Cavour in earnest.

B. Franco-Italian negotiations. The following steps were taken to form closer
liaison between Piedmont and France.
Plombiéres meeting Napoleon invited Cavour to a meeting on 20th

July 1858. He suggested that a northern Italiatestinder Emmanuel and a central
Italian federation under the presidency of the Psipeuld be formed. Cavour was
cautious and nothing definite was signed. The imgeatas novel in that it was a de-
liberate attempt to manufacture a war. Napoleoreajto help Piedmont if she were
involved in war with Austria. Nice and Savoy wéoebe ceded to France in return for
her assistance.

Marriage arrangement It had been agreed at Plombieres that a marriage
would first be arranged between the daughter of Bmual, the 15-year-old Princess
Clotilde, and Jerome. a cousin of Napoleon llLisTthok place in September 1858 and
cleared the way for tightening the arrangementaden the two countries.

Military alliance France and Piedmont signed a formal military
alliance in January 1859. This time no mention wesle of a federation or of any
specific state boundaries. Napoleon hoped thesddwme based on his Plombieres
proposals. The details were as follows:

1. France would defend Piedmont from attack if Cawvas able to engineer hos-
tilities so that Austria appeared the aggressor.

2. France would supply 200,000 troops and Piedmon{0D00

3. anorthern kingdom would be created, and Papaksmrgy maintained. Piedmont
would gain Lombardy and Venetia in the event ofAlustrian defeat.

C. Formation of the National Society

In 1857 Mazzini, working from England, organizegdurrections in Genoa and
Livorno. They failed and a similar fate befellemdliing at Sapri on the Calabrian coast.
Many lItalian nationalists then realized the fuyilif isolated uprisings. A new or-
ganization, the National Society, was formed whicdited many of the groups of the
early risorgimento. It leaders were Pallavicino, La Farina, Garibadd Daniele
Manin. They believed that Cavour would be a vaeally to coordinate the activities
of the Italian national movement. The motto of Hoziety became “Independence,
unity and constitutional liberty under the Savoypaisty.”

D. Austria provoked by Cavour

In 1857 the Liberal Archduke Maximilian had beeadw viceroy in Lombardy
and had tried to enforce a conciliatory Austriafiqggo However relations with Pied-

11
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mont had been poor. In February Cavour had braiExliplomatic relations with
Vienna over the expulsion of a Sardinian senatamfombardy.

After the Plombieres meeting in mid 1858 Cavowanplked to bring about war
with Austria. He tried to avoid placing Piedmontidrance too clearly in the wrong.
Austria disliked the following however.

Piedmont’s refusal to extradite draft evader. tifd end of 1858 Austria im-
posed military conscription in Lombardy and Venefla evade the draft, many fled to
Piedmont, and when Austria demanded their retuswvias refused.

E. Cavour’s negotiation with the National Society.

Cavour saw the value of encouraging the conspiratiactivities of the secret
societies, which many Italian supported. Theseeties advertised the problems of
Italy abroad and contributed to the raising ofétical temperature at home.

Publicly Cavour disowned any activities which webble viewed with alarm in
London and Paris. Privately he opened negotiatwitis the National Society. He
informed La Farina in October 1858 of his aimsriadpabout uprisings in the northern
and central states. The Society played a valysdoiein preparing the public mood for
war. Garibaldi was asked to form a volunteer foexed many of the recruits for this
were Lombard. The Society prepared arms depotsiandated pamphlets supporting
Piedmontese leadership.

F. Ultimatum from Austria

1. Both Austria and Piedmont started to mobilize tHerces. Cavour aimed at a
defensive mobilization to force Austrian to issumeudtimatum In February 1859
Britain sent a mission to Vienna to urge demobiima However, in March a
secret Franco-Russian Treaty provided for Russautrality in the event of a
Franco-Austrian war and for Russian troop movemtmnthreaten Austrian in the
east, on condition that France supported Russd@isypof revising the Black Sea
clauses.

2. Gorchakov, the Russian Foreign Minister, proposedrgress to solve the ques-
tion. This was accepted by Britain and Napoleant, Austria demanded Pied-
mont’s exclusion from the congress and demandedidamament of Piedmont
before the congress met. Napoleon, pressuredebgttier European states, and
disheartened by the lack of enthusiasm at homegdfoCavour to agree to the
Austrian demand on 19th April.

3. Because of the wish to protect her security, Aastad made the initial mistake of
mobilizing her large army too soon. To keep thetfian army mobilized indefi-
nitely was an expensive procedure if peace negmtmtvere prolonged. Buol, the
Austrian Chief Minister, was impatient of delay.e kgnored the warning of his
more cautious colleagues to avoid precipitate aatiatil the French position had
been clarified. This was sound advice, for thewes whe possibility that the
Franco-Piedmontese alliance would collapse, givea for diplomatic pressure to
be exerted on the wavering Napoleon.

4. Piedmont was on the point of disarming when Bual, 18th April, sent a fatal
ultimatum giving Cavour ‘within three days’ or warThis was a blunder as it
supplied Cavour with the provocation he needeadmont refused, and Austria
declared war, thereby appearing the aggressor.

G. Defeat of Austria

12
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The military weakness of Austria was soon revealathortant factors contributing to

her defeat were as follows.

1. Poor commanders. The Emperor Francis Joseph &rskipal charge of the army.
He relied for advice on Count Grunne, who had nmlzat experience. The in-
competent Gyulai was appointed to the Italian comandnadequate use was made
of the abilities of Benedek or the strategist Hess.

2. Poor strategy. Austria delayed invading Piedmnorforce until 29th April. This
gave Napoleon time to move troops into Italy, mgkimximum use of the recently
completed railway system. The Austrians were ct&mfi of victory, and neglected
to organize an adequate supply system (there waailm@y between Trieste and
Venice) and to acquire accurate knowledge of engneygth and capabilities.

3. Insufficient forces. Austria was not able to a#iall her available forces. It was
necessary to retain German and Czech troops inatymng prevent a possible ris-
ing there. Troops were also kept in reserve ie ¢aance attacked through South
Germany. Austria thus sent only 90,000 men tg.ltal

4. Poor morale. The loyalty of the army to the Auwstrcause was slender. The dif-
ferent national elements of the army had no intenesthe issue of the campaign.
Italians , Hungarians and even the trusted Crasgertied in large numbers.

Gyulai’s lack of decisiveness allowed the Frenct Balian forces to combine. After

preliminary skirmishes, two bloody battles were gbtuat Magenta and Solferino.

Losses were heavy on both sides but they were warictories for the French and

Italians, who then conquered the whole of Lombard@lge Austrians retreated into the

Quadrilateral.

V. The Peace at Villafranca.

Preliminary peace terms were settled by NapolewhFaancis Joseph on 11th

July at Villafranca near Verona. Cavour was natstidted.

Peace conditions were as follows:

1. Lombardy, except for the fortresses of Mantua ag&tRiera, was to be transferred
to Piedmont. Napoleon was to be the intermedratljis arrangement. Parma was
tacitly conceded as well.

2. All ltaly was to be included in a new confederatidhis was to be under the titular
presidency of the Pope.

3. The hereditary rulers of Tuscany and Modena weleeteestored.

4. Austria was to retain Venetia. This state wastmfpart of the new confederation.

A. Short-term result; Provision listed as 3 and 4 above seemed to edbat

purposes of the war, for the following reasons:

1. Austria was still in a dominant position in Italyshe was still militarily strong,
controlling the Quadrilateral without having to eedl the awkward Plain of Lom-
bardy;

2. France had achieved nothing. She had incurreddemable military expense and
her troops had suffered heavy losses, but shevexteio thanks for her help and
made no territorial gains. The war had provokeamiuostile criticism at home,
and Piedmont considered Napoleon a traitor to tddeah cause for abruptly ter-
minating hostilities;

3. Piedmont had gained only Lombardy. Cavour resignelisgust.

13
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B. Failure of the settlement Event in Italy took a surprising turn which was
help the Italian cause. The Villafranca terms wenenforceable for the following
reason.

1. The duchies refused to accept the return of thibdrs. After successful revolu-
tions the duchies were not prepared to acceptestonation of their rulers. The
royal commissioners refused to stand down. Thereelped by the National
Society. Modena, Parma and Romagna were united tinel@ame of Emilia, by
La Farina. The government was then organized tiigye for annexation by
Piedmont.

2. Tuscany wanted to unite with Piedmont, but iniyiadistrusted her. However,
Baron Ricasoli triumphed in persuading the Assertilyote for union. The Pope
refused to cooperate. He was not keen to seeth®afion of any confederation,
fearing the loss of his power. A pamphlet had hesued in France with the ap-
proval of Napoleon which suggested that the Paatdries should be reduced to
a minimum.

3. Napoleon refused to allow force to be used to immglet Villafranca. In August
the representatives of France, Austria and Piedmmettin Zurich. Napoleon
opposed the idea of an enlarged Piedmontese uri@nalso rejected the use of
force. This meant that Austria was unable to restoe rulers in the duchies, since
this would have been impossible without the useafe.

4. Britain gave moral support to Italy. In the 1838cion a strong Liberal govern-
ment came to power in Britain under the leaderehipalmerston and Russell, who
favored the creation of a unitary Italian stata.January 1860 they urged France
and Austria to abstain from intervention in Italiffairs.

5. Russell suggested to Napoleon four points whichlevaliow the duchies to vote
on the question of annexation to Piedmont throdgtted assembilies.

C. Agreement between Cavour and Napoleon

Piedmont was as powerless as Austria to act witth@uconsent of the powers.
However, events were by then favorable to thedtatiause and Cavour returned to the
office in January 1860. He resolved to break #mdtbck and bluntly asked Napoleon
for his price for annexation. Napoleon Il wasyplepared for Piedmont to annex
Tuscany and Emilia if France was compensated ®cthation of a powerful state on
her south-eastern flank. Cavour agreed to cedeySawd Nice.

It was agreed in the Treaty of Turin of2March that plebiscites would be held
in all the areas concerned. Austria was preparextguiesce in these arrangements,
and Cavour was ready to abandon his belief in @leassemblies in favor of this rather
false method of testing popular approval. The ipl@tes were carried out in the
presence of French and Piedmontese troops. Tlselted in an overwhelming ma-
jority in favor of annexation by Piedmont of thentral Italian states, and for annexation
by France of Nice and Savoy.

Unification of Southern Italy with the North

A. The Conquest of Sicily
1. The success of national movements in central @agpuraged similar movements
in the south. The Sicilians were conspiring tordwew their weak and oppressive
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king, Francis Il. The rebels asked Garibaldi tph& he revolt in Sicily seemed to
him the golden opportunity to carry out the Italmovement forward on his own
initiative. He disliked Cavour’s policy, especiathe alliance with Napoleon llI
and the handing over of his native city of Nicalte Emperor. Also he had been
encouraged by Mazzini to take action with the dithe Sicilian movement.

2. In April 1860 the Sicilians revolted. The rapiddfevents forced Cavour to take
advantage of movements already beyond his contd@.had no particular sym-
pathy for the south and distrusted Garibaldi. Heoevehe knew that Mazzini's
agents were active in the south and that unleggdteto mold events to his ad-
vantage republican and separatist ideas might eddbere. He managed to divert
the energies of Garibaldi to Sicily without offityaencouraging him.

3. Garibaldi gathered a thousand picked voluntee@eaba. Cavour refused to give
public support, wanting to avoid a clash with Aisgstand Garibaldi was prevented
from getting recruits from the Piedmontese armyifte supplies. British war-
ships protected the Thousand when they arrivedaasda in Sicily. Austria and
France might have intervened were it not for thevwdedge that Palmerston and
Lord Russell then in power in England- were in sgthy with Garibaldi.

4. There were 24,000 troops in Sicily but Garibaldd ltee support of the entire
population. Within two months Garibaldi had coneakSicily and proclaimed
himself the dictator of the island.

5. The people of Naples on the mainland were highlyited and prepared to wel-
come him. Victor Emmanuel and Cavour were howeN@med, for to continue
the revolution in Naples thence to Rome would egdathe whole cause of Italian
unity. An attack on Rome by Garbaldi’'s Red Shivtsuld provoke Austrian and
French hostility and intervention. The king themblade Garibaldi to cross the
Straits of Messina from Sicily into Naples, thoughwas not really offended when
Garibaldi disobeyed him and invaded Naples.

B. The Conquest of Naples

In August 1860, Garibaldi, with a much enlargedgrcrossed to the mainland.
Everywhere the people welcomed the invaders. Bye®aber they had entered Naples.
King Francis Il having fled northwards from theycitGaribaldi’'s progress became a
triumphal procession. He was then joined by MazmrNaples. It was Garibaldi’s
intention to march on to Rome and turn over thelerbb southern Italy to King Victor
Emmanuel II.

C. Cavour’s intervention and Victor Emmanuel’s invasion of the Papal States

and Naples

1. The dramatic victories of Garibaldi did not alltsQavour’s plans. To attack Rome
would mean trouble with France and with the whdl€atholic Europe. To force
the pace of events too hard might also call doviurther onslaught from Austria;
and since the republican supporters of Mazzini vgaiaing great strength among
Garibaldi’s followers, there was every danger thatnationalist movement might
abandon Piedmontese leadership and turn republig@nhad to therefore some-
how check Garibaldi's plans.

2. He turned again to his old ally Napoleon lll, whar different reasons shared
Cavour's fears. By agreement with France, Cavent the Piedmontese army to
invade the Marches, which had been prepared bydinke of his agents to receive
it. The army then destroyed the Papal forces ye@dneral Lamoriciere, a French
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Catholic royalist; and it marched on to Naplesestalling and checking the
movement of Garibaldi. A plebiscite was held in i and the Marches in
October, and they were duly annexed to the Piedesennonarchy in November.
In the same month Emmanuel and Cavour rode intdelagimilarly annexed after
a popular plebiscite.

3. Emmanuel and Garibaldi met in Naples. Realizirgg tie could never complete
the conquests of the other fortresses alone, Gdrfarrendered his power and his
army to Emmanuel. He refused all honors and resvand retired to the simple life
of a farmer. His intervention had been decisibeugh it had served Cavour’s
cause more than his own.

D. Creation of the Kingdom of Italy 1861 and deathof Cavour

In January 1861, the first all Italian parliamemt in Turin, and Victor Em-
manuel Il assumed the title of King of Italy. Onkgnetia and the city of Rome re-
mained unconquered for Italian unification. GhJsine Cavour died, dying at the very
moment when his arrival seemed essential if hiskweare to be completed and true
national unity preserved.

E. The union of Venetia

Only Venetia and Rome remained outside the unitdgd The acquisition of
Venetia was achieved through the help of Prudsishe Austro-Prussian War of 1866,
Italy joined Prussia against Austria on the Pruspi@mmise that she would get Venetia
if they won the war. This would mean Austria wobhklze enemies on both sides. The
Italians were beaten. Prussia was victorious.th@yTreaty of Prague, Italy received
Venetia in return for her help.

F. The union of Rome

1. For Rome also the Italians had to thanks Bismaiidke maintenance of a French
garrison in Rome for the protection of the Pope waes of the devices by which
Napoleon Ill sought to satisfy the Catholics amdsh attempt made by Garibaldi to
capture the city in 1867 was easily defeated byrtleach troops.

2. However in 1870 when the Franco-Prussian War boakethe French troops in
Rome were recalled to help fight the Prussians.Sdptember 1870, the lItalian
troops occupied Rome. A plebiscite was held winesulted in a vote in favor of
union with Italy. Rome became the capital of Italyhe acquisition of the Eternal
City as the center of the new kingdom marks theptetion of the building of
modern Italy. The Pope was confined to the VatiCéan.
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What were the main schools of ideas on Italian unification? Exam-
ine their respective success and failure.

In 1820 and again in 1830, Italy was affecteddwotts in various states. Iso-
lated and sporadic, these were easily suppressed thte rulers received assistance
from Austria. Meanwhile, a new generation ofi#talleaders emerged. They were
able to draw lessons from the failures of the upgs and realized that the secret so-
cieties movement, without leadership, organizatam clear-cut objectives, was
unlikely to deliver Italy. In the course of tintbyee main schools of thought on how to
achieve lItalian unification emerged.

Mazzini and the republican idea: The first schmfdhought was the republican
idea of Mazzini (1805-72). Though a member of@laebonari in the 1820s, he realized
that secret society was doomed. In 1831, he falikde Society of Young Italy at
Marseilles, advocating the creation of a singldathrepublic at Italy. To achieve this,
the Austrians had to be driven away by the combeféatts of all ltalians. With the
expulsion of the Austrians, despotic rulers inyliabuld be overthrown easily.

As its title implied, Mazzini's Society directhppealed to the Italian youth. He
urged his followers to go beyond the middle clasthe common people. The move-
ment soon registered a nation-wide membership kvg¢al committee in the main Ital-
ian cities.

Gioberti and the federalist idea: A second sclodahought was the federalist
idea of Gioberti who was a liberal-minded priest@xhting a series of bold reforms in
his “ The Moral and Civil Primacy of the Italians.”"He suggested that the Papacy
should lead in the reform movement and preside amdtalian federation of princely
states.

His program had a wide appeal for sometime becanzsg Italians saw it as a
means to reconcile nationalism with religious faitlh attracted greater support when
the ‘Liberal Pope’ Pius IX was elected in 1846.

D’Azeglio and the monarchist idea: a third schobthought was the monar-
chist idea of D’Azeglio. He believed that Italyutd be united under the House of
Savoy in Piedmont-Sardinia. Only that country kafficient resources to fight and
expel Austrian influence in ltaly. This line ofaiight was supported by many in
Piedmont. Under the reign of Charles Albert, aseof reforms were carried out and
Piedmont became the most politically active regioltaly.

Naturally, the choice among these three schoolbafght was decided by the
course of events.

Having failed to persuade King Charles Albert i® dause, Mazzini attempted
an invasion of Piedmont in 1833. After its failukéazzini lived in exile in Britain. He
was again active in the Italian revolutions of 1:848He played a role in the short-lived
‘Roman Republic’ episode. Together with the falaf the Republic of St. Mark at
Venice, it appeared that Mazzini’s idea of a undedhocratic Italian republic was hard
to materialize. Besides, his ideas were becomiragtractive in the face of Cavour’'s
success on unification in the late 1850s. Aftesther Mazzini-inspired revolt had
failed in 1857, many of his followers deserted hin.1872, Mazzini slipped back to
Italy to die at Pisa in his homeland.
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The federalist idea was equally unsuccessfulfirét, the reforms of the ‘Lib-
eral Pope’, Pius IX, did lend force to the idea amahy saw him as a possible leader of
Italy. In the end, the Pope could not stand tsedécircumstances. In 1848, the Pope
initially supported the war of independence ledPiiydmont against Austria. He soon
changed his mind, ordering the withdrawal of Pdpates from fighting Austria, a
major Catholic country. His action demoralized Hadians, and he lost the chance to
become an Italian leader. When unrest spread meRteading to the proclamation of
the Roman Republic (1849), Pius IX fled to Gaet&dlaples where he sought foreign
assistance to restore his position. Finally, herned to Rome in 1850 under the pro-
tection of a French expeditionary force. He hahtlost all interests in unification and
liberalism.

The monarchist idea proved to be the solutiortédian unification. Of course,
the Kingdom of Piedmont-Sardinia alone could nghfiagainst Austria, as seen from
her defeats in the battles with Austria in 1848<&g Charles Albert, much depressed,
abdicated in favor of his son, King Emmanuel II.

The whole episode, however taught the Italian®nalists good lessons. They
realized that in the next forward movement, Piedimeas destined to lead. That
country had bravely fought Austria, though defeat&he also refused to abolish the
liberal constitution of 1848, despite Austrian m@®. Under the guidance of the new
king and the reform policy of Cavour, Piedmont waseasingly strengthened. All
these in effect reinforced the monarchist idea '@fzeglio.

Secondly, the ltalians realized that they coultl passibly shake off Austrian
control without help from other powers. In thispect, Cavour was to play an im-
portant role. Apart from strengthening Piedmoray@ur was able to make use of in-
ternational events to further Italian unificatiomder the lead of Piedmont-Sardinia. In
the end, the united Italy was ruled by a consbtal monarchy under the House of
Savoy.

18



Alevel History Notes Paper1 Hong Kong Association of History Educators

“The failure of 1830 and 1848 revolutions contributed considerably
to the eventual success of Italy’s unification.” Discuss.

Although the results of the 1830 and 1848 revohgiwere disastrous, the up-
risings were not without value and did contribus@siderably to the eventual success
of the Italian unification in 1870. In this respethe above statement is valid and |
would like to discuss it in the follows:

In 1830, revolts organized mainly by the Caborbavke out in Modena, Parma
and the Papal States against the Austrian regifilne success of these uprisings de-
pended on French assistance which did not comstridwas given a free hand and her
intervention proved fatal once more to all prospeuft success as the revolts were
swiftly crushed.

The failure of 1831 rebellion caused the collapfsthe old secret societies as a
political force. The Carbonari, the federatiortledir cognate societies now sank into
insignificance. Besides, the revolution gave bidhthe ‘Young Italy’ founded by
Mazzini who realized that the former Carbonari wier@ weak to carry out the revo-
lution. The teaching of Mazzini- liberty, indepe&mte and unity of Italy exerted great
influence on the Italians. All over Italy were gps of men who absorbed his teaching
and accepted his ideal. His propaganda throughythieng Italy’ broadened the po-
litical horizon of the Italian and created a vigasoopinion in favor of national inde-
pendence.

Furthermore, the failure focused Italian attentignon the real problem which
confronted them- the need for the expulsion offtteigner- Austria. This imprinted
upon the heart of every lItalian the supreme legbkan all efforts were unavailing,
unless directed first and foremost towards thetbvew of Austrian domination.

Thus, the failure of the 1830 revolutions conttézliconsiderably to the even-
tual success of Italy’s unification by giving birth the movement for national regen-
eration and giving the Italians the lesson thattAasnust be expelled before they could
become independence.

Upon 1848, opinions upon the unification of Italgre divided: a united Italy
under a reformed Papacy; a democratic republic cated by Mazzini; as well as
monarchical rule under Piedmont. This division dieretarded the united efforts of
the people to claim their independence. By thierfaiof 1848 revolution, the Papacy
and democratic republican were proved impractical#léer 1848 all Italy looked to
Piedmont as their leader of national regeneratitm.this way, the failure of 1848
revolutions unified the people to follow the sameywo obtain their goal.

Gioberti's suggestion of a federated Italy undeefarmed Papacy seemed to
become reality in 1846 by the ascendancy of a ngvepPope Pius IX who was be-
lieved to be anti-Austrian and a liberal. He pantled amnesty for all political of-
fenders, granted limited freedom to speech anded other liberal measures. When
Piedmont fought against Austrian intervention inrbhal847, papal troops were dis-
patched presumably to cooperate with Piedmontesg. aHowever, in April 1847 the
Pope announced that he opposed offensive war adaissgia and withdrew his troops.
This indirectly caused the defeat of Piedmont i tourse of 1848 revolutions, re-
vealing that Pope Pius IX was far from being a libalal and even further from being
a genuine nationalist. Gioberti’'s dream had cekap
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Mazzini’s advocation of a united Italy based omderatic republic also could
not stand in the testing ground of 1848. A pransil government was established in
Rome during the Pope’s flight to Naples in Februe8¢9. Rome was proclaimed a
republic. Mazzini became the head of the goverrtraad carried out a series of re-
forms. However, this republic was crushed spedyiithe armed intervention of Spain,
Austria, Naples and France. The failure of the Rétepublic showed that enthusiasm,
intelligence and visions had proved no substitategfins and the people revived faith
in Sardinian constitutional monarchy as the onlyagally acceptable solution.

After 1848, Piedmont became the only hope ofdtalinification. This hope
was fulfilled in 1870.

Although defeated under Austrian army at Noverarch 1849, Piedmont’s
desperate effort to defend Italy gained prestigeragrthe Italians. The failure of the
1848 revolutions made Piedmont overrun the other $ahools of thoughts and so
unified the Italians efforts to their goal.

Before 1848, Italy’s unification was based updretal idealism and popular
enthusiasm. By the failure of 1848 revolutionsrtlteals crashed. The people became
more practical to prefer unity first. Besides,dPmnt was convinced that their defeat
by Austria was mainly due to their economic andtany weaknesses. They saw the
need of improving the state in case of war agahusitria. Thus, the failure of 1848
revolutions contributed considerably to the eventtaian unification as it drove
Piedmont to be economically progressive, politichlieral and financially stable so as
to be capable to the final struggle against Austria

The failure of 1848 revolutions also convinced ttadians deeper that Italy
alone could never expel their dreadful enemy-AastRoreign aid was needed to do the
job. This realization proved right by 1870. dtllPiedmont to obtain the French aid in
fighting the war against Austria in 1859 and thaoskt the first step of the eventual
unification of Italy. Moreover, it was foreign Ipelhat eventually made Italy.

The failure of 1830 and 1848 revolutions contrdalitonsiderably to the even-
tual success by giving Italians bitter lessonse Talians thus learnt what they lacked
and what they should obtain in order to fulfill thdream. The failures of these two
revolutions made the Italians realize Austria wWaairtdreadful enemy and must be
removed in the course of unification and indeperdenFurthermore, the latter revo-
lution gave rise to Piedmont as the national leadiéne Italian struggle. Thus, by the
disillusion and realization the Italians obtained B30 and 1848, they were more ready
to proceed to their final destination.
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Explain the initial success and ultimate failure of the Revolts which
broke out in 1848 Italy.

After 1815, the Italian states were divided intpats, as Metternich described,
it was “just a geographical expression’, rathenthaation-state. Five parts were under
Austrian rule, one under Bourbon , and only Patsks and Piedmont-Sardinia were
under Italian rule. However, as liberalism andaratlism were prevailing throughout
Europe at that time, the Italians revolted agaimstoreign rule and wanted to establish
a ‘nation’. Even in 1830 there were revolution®Niorthern Italy. In 1848, the national
movements were more bigger and wider. Althoughréielutionaries could get some
states from the hands of foreigners, they failegnaitely due to some reasons. There
are several reasons for the initial success andatk failure of the 1848 revolutions in
Italy.

Firstly, Puis IX, elected the Pope in 1846, begah a series of reforms sub-
jecting the clergy to taxation, summoning a couwnciktate which included several
laymen and freeing political criminals from impnmsuent. Thus the liberal hopes for
unification under constitutional government wassedi to a height hitherto never
reached. The Pope’s popularity carried off allstnavho desired unification, inducing
them to discard for the moment their disagreemast® the form of a government of
united Italy.

Moreover, in the 1830s, Mazzini’s Young Italy hedipspread the revolutionary
ideas and sense of unity to Italian states. lised great nationalist passion throughout
the peninsular. So ideologically Italy was wekpared from a revolution.

Besides, the modernization of the Sardinian Kimydoince Charles Albert’s
accession to the throne in 1831, despite his diespde, was in tune with liberal as-
piration. From 1847 onwards, the king professedskif to be anti-Austrian. His de-
cision taken in February 1848 to abandon absolutisthto lead the Italians raised the
hope of an early defeat of Austria. It also enaged the thought that the question of
the form of government for united Italy might wb# postponed till the Austrian were
expelled.

Fourthly, from February to June 1848, the Italizerals had every reason to
expect aid from France, and the internal disturbano Austria put the Austrians in
Lombardy on the defensive side.

For all of these reasons, the liberal revoltgatylfrom January to March 1848
were all successful. An insurrection demandingstitutional rule broke out at Pal-
ermo in January. The liberal movement spread fileensouth to the north when the
kings of Naples, the Pope, the Duke of Tuscanyeaeth Charles Albert resolved to aid
the Venetian, declaring war on Austria and aimihglesorption of the rich Lombardy
plains into his kingdom. The Austrian positionltaly seemed the point to collapse.
However, the initial success of revolution did last very long. Justin 1848, they were
suppressed by Austrian and even unexpectedly, drycEr

The Austrian sword proved heavier and sharpereyTteld the famous quad-
rilateral, which assured them continual arrivasapplies and freedom of movement.
Radetzky was far more an experienced general tharl€s Albert. The military factor,
however, could not be decisive for the Italian defe

In 1848-49 Italy had no foreign aid. There wasghying that ‘Italian cannot get
it alone.”. Despite the change of government ibrkary, France disliked the idea of
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Piedmont absorbing Lombardy and Venetia, which @ailze rise into a powerful
neighbor to her south. Louis Napoleon, badly iachef clerical support at home, de-
cided to intervene on behalf of the Pope. A Fresmqteditionary force under Oudinot
wiped out the Roman Republic. However, nor was fidactor decisive.

For the Italian national revolution, the tide haldeady begun to turn in April
1848. Viewing the Italian unification movementli48, Metternich commented that
“In Italy, provinces are against provinces, towgsaiast towns, families against fami-
lies, and men against men.” The lack of united éeslaip permitted the mutual suspi-
cion and local jealousies to destroy the Italiamsea The Pope, in fear of his leadership
being challenged in the Catholic world, issued paPB®eclaration denouncing the war
versus Austria which is a Catholic country. Thidyorobbed Charles Albert of vital
moral support. In May, Ferdinand of Naples follogithe lead given by the Pope and
jealous of Charles Albert’s ascendancy, also wétdhnis troops from the north.

Politically there was no united front of the lgads. Individualism hence
doomed the unification. With the Pope betraying War, the Mazzinians turned ex-
treme. The murder of Rossi, the flight of the Papd his ministers from Rome were
all examples. Thus ion November 1848, it dashedhtbpe of revolution to be ac-
complished by the moderates. On the other habhdrdiism of 1848 excluded de-
mocracy. The Piedmontese constitutional makerssesuccess depended on both the
defeat of Austria and the suppression of the Maaasiand the Venetian republican
movements, insisted on keeping Tuscany to prevemibiicanism from spreading to
the north.
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“Italy could not make herself; she could only be made by exploiting
the differences between the great powers” How far is this true of the
Italian liberation by 18617

Italian nationalists failed to bring about indegence and unity to Italy in
1848-49, chiefly because they had obtained nodaraid to overwhelm the Austrian
military superiority. Not only this. In 1849, fign intervention was against the Italian
cause. The Roman republic set up by Mazzini amib&ldi was wiped out by French
expeditionary force. It was clear that Italy conlat make herself. This failure, how-
ever, was a bitter lesson to Italians and they tgtded that Italy could only be united
by exploiting the differences between the greatgrsw As V.D. Mahajan puts, “Uni-
fication of Italy was completed as a result of éfforts of the Italian patriots, foreign
help and the force of circumstances.” Nonethelagasrnal reform to strengthen the role
of Piedmont as leadership could not be neglectdtianliberation of North Italy by
1861. In this respect, the statement was, toge laxtent, true of the Italian liberation
by 1861.

The history of Italian unification showed cleattiyat after 1852 the international
circumstances were turned favorable under the polidy of Cavour. In the very be-
ginning, Cavour realized that Italy could only bade by exploiting the rivalry between
France and Austria for supremacy in Italy. In otWwerds, an Austro-French alliance
had always meant the doom of Italian hopes. Indgnl853, Cavour had flung Sar-
dinia unconditionally into the Crimean War in order prevent an exclusive
Austro-French partnership. In the peace confergdaeour on the one hand raised the
Italian cause, and on the other exploited the diffee between Austria and Russia in
the Far East. Following the Orsini plot, Cavouer\wffered Napoleon cession of
Savoy and Nice to restore France natural frontidrse secret pact of Plombieres in
July 1858 secured French help to defeat Austriasatite on a North Italian Kingdom
for Piedmont and unity of Italy under the leadgosbi Pope. This Franco-Sardinian
Alliance resulted in the annexation of Lombardyés in 1860.

The Russo-Austro rivalry was inevitable in the Neast, because the Austrian
concern with their security at the Lower Danubeamuibss the Russian move southward
to Constantinople. This pair of rivalry was expdoi Napoleon Ill. Not long after
Plombieres, Napoleon Ill sent Prince Jerome onssiom to Russia. Alexander Il was
obsessed by the Treaty of Paris of 1856 which sae#ty from Russia Bessarabia and
imposed upon her the neutralization of the Black, @ad he was convinced by Jerome
that war in Italy was the first essential step talgaits revision. On'3March 1859
France and Russia finally signed a secret trdatyhe Italian war Russia was to accept
a benevolent neutrality towards France. Futuresiav treaties seemed to be assumed.
Indeed, this secret treaty alone made possibletéeation of Italy, for it prevented the
movement towards the Italian unification from atemmention by the eastern despotic
powers like it was in 1820-21.

Cavour not only made use of the rivalry betweeanEe and Austria, as well as
Russia and Austria, but exploited the Austro-Parssivalry in Germany also. In the
Austro-Sardinia War 1859, as Austria made the uard delivering the ultimatum to
demand the disarmament of Sardinia and thus appemdhe aggressor, Prussian
government was alarmed and wanted to keep the azatized. On 24 June, the
Prussian government decided to offer armed mediatio order to escape the risk of a
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war on the Rhine, Napoleon Il concluded the Troic¥illafrance in 1859. Despite the
cession of Lombardy the Italian issue had not gdtexdl. The Kingdom under the rule
of Papal state, following Napoleon III's Catholiedm, had not fulfiled. Napoleon llI
tried to secure himself from a new Prussian thseathat he might start a second round
in Italy. The prince regent of Prussia, later V&ilh I, left behind in the middle of
mobilization, hated the contemptuous treatment & feceived from Austria. His
condition for helping Austria was that Prussia dtidae put in supreme command of
the German federal forces fighting at the Rhine; Rinussian were still dreaming that
Austria would surrender leadership in Germany ichaxge for military support. But
the offer for supremacy in Germany never came fAumstria. Moreover, William
found Alexander Il quite ready to give Napoleoreamd round in Italy in the hope of
himself achieving something in the Near East. $lauaccepted Russia’s guarantee
against a French attack on the Rhine, and agreddfmenmity to France and to be
neutral in the affairs of Italy. In this way Psis was kept out of the war. The Aus-
tro-Sardinia War could be ended in a peaceful anitfdl way.

Next to be mentioned should be the Anglo-Frenealny in North Italy. The
cession of Nice and Savoy according to the Treffiyuan alarmed the British. They
had the fear for French aggrandizement in the mafrttaly, and protested against this
change to the settlement of 1815 although in vaihey lost their faith in the French
and never recovered it. This led to the Britishigyoof non-intervention which, in
effect, facilitated Sardinia-Piedmont absorbingdtbkatral and southern Italy.

Even the successful handover of South Italy hkentahe test of circumstance.
The news of Garibaldi’s expedition alarmed Europi whe prospect of a Republican
revolution in ltaly. The Austrians then workedéwive the Holy Alliance with Prussia
and Russia before the unification of Italy was ctetgnl. Austria indeed contemplated
an armed intervention. This was the great issub@summer of 1860. Had this in-
tervention succeeded, the Italian unification migave been failed. Russia, however,
was pulled back by France. In a memorandum td #ae, France did not promise to
remain neutral if Austria intervened in Italy inder to protect the King of Two Sicilies
or the Pope. On the other hand, France also agyessttle with Russia in the Near East
before approaching other powers. This made Rtisisilatwice and put her interests in
the Far East in the top priority.

Then the meeting of the three monarchs at Warsa@ctober 1860 turned out
to be far from a revival of the Holy Alliance. Auga and Prussia were asked by Russia
to remain neutral. They promised that Austria Russia for the sake of Near East,
Prussia for Rhine could not be gained in a nearréut As a result, from the Warsaw
meeting, Austria did not have a free hand in Itahd Russia not in a Far East. Britain,
for the deep concern of maintaining balance of paw&urope, quickly approved the
Italian unification and proclaimed a policy of noriervention.

In this way, the establishment of kingdom in 1&62d mostly to French ar-
mies since the Pact of Plombieres, and also thalrapproval, but these could not have
been effective without two other forces, the Russ@sentment against the Treaty of
Paris, 1856 (After the Crimean War, Napoleon Ihtsa mission to Russia and later
Alexander Il was convinced that war in Italy was first essential step towards revi-
sion) and the safety of Near East, and Prussiaante&nt against the Austrian he-
gemony in German Confederation.

To alesser extent, however, Cavour’s interna@rras that strengthened the role
of Piedmont as a leading state in the unificati@mvement against Austria should not
be neglected. For examples, in military aspects,oQr reorganized the army, built
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new fortresses or strengthened old ones, and dgneceased the military resources.
In economic and communicative aspects, he gave atehtion to the development of
industry and commerce. The building of factoriaed #he importation of machinery

were encouraged. There was also a line of steasbeaveen Genoa and America.
Piedmont came to be hence linked more closelyg¢d/lest. Furthermore, he negoti-
ated commercial treaties with France, England, iBeigand Holland, Switzerland. In

political aspect, Cavour also reinforced the caoastin through the building of a board
reliable majority. Therefore, by 1859, Piedmonswiae most powerful state in Italy.

To conclude, unlike Prussia in the German UnifagtPiedmont alone was too
weak in standing against the great powers in thigcation movement. With a smart
Prime Minister and his adoption of cold policy, tiéernational circumstances were
exploited to the advantages of Italian causest iSlvehy to a large extent the statement
is correct despite the internal reform should néeneglected.

(supplementary note: Even the ultimate unificatmnltaly was due much to the
Franco-Prussian rivalry for European supremacy@late 60s. An outcome of the
1866 war was the return of Venetia to Italy anglas after the outbreak of the 1870 war,
France withdrew her garrisons from Rome and thBaation completed.)
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“Italy could not stand it alone.” Critically examine this statement with
reference to the Italian unification movement from 1830 to 1870.

Introduction:
Viewing the history of Italian unification, this psession “ltaly could not stand it
alone” is valid in the sense that it fully refleth® situation at that period of time.

Part I:

The 1830 and 1848 Revolutions proved that Austéaa too strong to fight and the lack
of foreign aid and skillful diplomacy were the ma@asons for the failure.

How and why the 1830 revolution was suppressed;

How and why the initial success of 1848 revoluti@d to give way to the final sup-
pression;

After the failures, Italians especially Cavour &rmdmanuel Il realized that Italy “could
not stand it alone.”

Part Il

The post-1848 unification movement showed how

i. the effectiveness of Cavour’s skillful diplomacyda

ii. the favorable international circumstances, espgdia¢ rivalries among the Great
Powers

Conclusion:

It is true that internal reforms also played angigant role in the unification
movement after 1848. Nonetheless, they did morgtrengthen Piedmont’s role as
leadership than to expel Austrian and even thet@Gleaers. Even with the successful
reforms, Italy could not stand against the Greatd?s if there was no favorable in-
ternational circumstances and cold policy. In f@sse, the statement does truly reflect
the uniqueness of Italian unification in the nasiband liberal development in the™.9
century Europe.
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Comparison of the role of Cavour and Napoleon Ill in Italian unifi-
cation

When Cavour wanted to enlarge Piedmont kingdomaibdild a North Italian
Kingdom, Napoleon Il wanted to win support fronethlergymen and to raise his
prestige in home. Despite such differences, bddlge very important role in the
Italian unification. There were many similar painmonetheless, one difference should
not be neglected. In the following | would likedompare and contrast the role of these
two great figures in the emergence of a new kingdoBEurope.

Similarities:

1. Both played important role in making Italian un#tmon through foreign assistance,
which was generally regarded as the main obstadke 1830 and 1848 revolu-
tions
i. Cavour:

-Exploiting the rivalries between Britain and FeanAustria and France, Aus-
tria and Russia, and Prussia and Austria.
ii. Napoleon I

-Initiative to hold the Plombieres meeting;

-Getting Russian neutrality though the revisioBla#ck Sea Clause;

2. Both shared similar attitude towards republicanisrtalian unification. By their
working against republicans, the republic in Itaad been delayed for a century.
i. Cavour:

- Cavour was a constitutional monarchist who warite eliminate Mazzini,
leader of the republicans, and Garibaldi’'s insiséeon accomplishing unification
by the Italians’ own effort and on democracy waatadictory to Cavour’s po-
litical doctrines and diplomatic skill. He neveremty supported the Young ltaly
and the National Society.

ii. Napoleon I

- In 1863, the French garrison in Rome defendedRhapal authority against
Garibaldi’s offense in favor of the Piedmontese archy. By shielding Sar-
dinia-Piedmont, Napoleon Il created a powerfulviark against Republicanism
and made possible the unification of Italy undeoastitutional monarchy headed
by Emmanuel Il. On the international level, Napoléll indeed played the leading
role and did the more difficult job than Cavour.

3. Both did not want to have a united Italy, whichseal an obstacle to the Italian
unification
i. Cavour:

-Realizing the obstacles to Italian unificatiogv@ur attempted unification of
Northern Italy only. According to the Plombierggeement he was willing to cede
Nice and Savoy to France. The agreement provedhthanly wanted to unify
Northern Italy but not the whole one. Seaman ftnisted out that he was not a
true believer of nationalism; Taylor: “Cavour punself first”.

-In the conquest of southern ltaly, he had nonin@& to help Garibaldi,
moreover, he forbade Garibaldi to conquer Rome.

ii. Napoleon llI:
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-The Plombieres agreement showed his intentionréate a northern Italian
kingdom only. Indeed, in order to win the supgaorn the clergymen, he tried to
establish a central Italian state under Pope pgasid Even after the Treaty of
Villafranca which showed Pope’s refusal to acchptdffer, Napoleon still placed
French garrison in Rome. It prevented Italy fraompleted unification until 1870
when France was defeated by Prussia in the Franssign War.

Difference: Cavour: both internal and external; Napoleon Ill: just external

Cavour reformed Piedmont internally while Napoléiblid nothing although
he had been a member of Carbonari.

Cavour aimed to make Piedmont economically praives politically liberal
and financially stable. In this way he hoped th&dmont would be strong enough to
assume the leadership of Italy in the event offegrolvar with Austria.

Examples of areas in which Cavour’'s measures wHeetive were the fol-
lowing
1. Military aspects.

His first reform concerned military affairs. Henasthat if Piedmont were to unite

Italy, it must prepare for a new war; hence, hegaoize the army, built new for-

tresses or strengthened old ones, and generataised the military resources.

2. Economic and Communicative aspects

i. He also gave much attention to the developmenhadistry and commerce.
The building of factories and the importation ofahimery were encouraged.

ii. The public budget was reorganized, and the taxesjgh increased, were
more equitably distributed.

iii. He was also able to obtain a large loan from a barithnk. He put accounting
in order and introduced new fiscal policies.

iv. Communications were improved by the building olways, roads, harbors, a
tunnels through the Alps, and a line of steambbateeen Genoa and Amer-
ica. Piedmont came to be linked more closely éoWrest.

v. Furthermore, he negotiated commercial treaties Wwrdmce, England, Bel-
gium and Holland, Switzerland. In short, he lehettPiedmont on a career of
rapid commercial progress. The wisdom of his enun@dministration was
rewarded by the loyalty with which the nation suged all his foreign un-
dertakings.

1. Political aspect

He reinforced the constitution in two ways:

I. to reduce the elements of feudal and clerical iegé;

ii. To build a board reliable majority which would cothidate the parliamentary
system and the positions of those who preparedté through it.

1. Religion

i. In 1850 he drafted the Siccardi Laws which curliedgowers of the Church
by abolishing ecclesiastical courts.

ii. In 1855 religious orders were abolished, excemealmmncerned with teaching,
preaching and helping the sick.

Therefore, by 1859, Piedmont was the most powstéik in Italy.
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Critically examine the role of Cavour in the Italian unification

M. Salvadori highly praised Cavour in the unifioatof Italy. To him, Cavour
was the able pilot guiding a fragile craft into bar through stormy seas. Cavour had
played one force against another: revolutionarigairest traditionalism, and seculral-
ism against clericalism. Indeed, although A. Jyldmacriticized him putting himself
instead of Italy first, his role in the unificatievas still very crucial. Let us discuss it in
the following.

As a liberal, Cavour was a consistent advocateeprinciple of laissez-faire,
but he was no doctrinaire. His greatest achievémweas the modernization of Pied-
mont. In military aspects, he saw that if Piedmmete to unite Italy, it must prepare for
a new war; hence, he reorganize the army, builtfoenesses or strengthened old ones,
and generally increased the military resources.ilé\th economic and communicative
aspects, he also gave much attention to the dawelopof industry and commerce.
The building of factories and the importation of anamery were encouraged. The
public budget was reorganized, and the taxes, thingyeased, were more equitably
distributed. Moreover, he was able to obtain gddoan from a London bank. He put
accounting in order and introduced new fiscal petic Communications were im-
proved by the building of railways, roads, harbargjnnels through the Alps, and a line
of steamboats between Genoa and America. Piedraomd to be linked more closely
to the West. Furthermore, he negotiated commenaalties with France, England,
Belgium and Holland, Switzerland. In short, henleluied Piedmont on a career of rapid
commercial progress. The wisdom of his economigiastration was rewarded by the
loyalty with which the nation supported all hisd@n undertakings.

His anti-clericalism made for the dissension coantry in which the majority
was Catholics. In constitution, he reduced theelas of feudal and clerical privilege.
In 1850 he drafted the Siccardi Laws which curliedpgowers of the Church by abol-
ishing ecclesiastical courts. In 1855 religiousess were abolished, except those
concerned with teaching, preaching and helpingstble. If in this sense, it was not
helpful to Italian unity, it did have the effect efihancing the role of Sardinian mon-
archy as the temporal leader of Italy.

Cavour held fast to parliamentarism. He has loeicized as anti-liberal, for
he often had recourse to arbitrary means and plagitics in parliament only to secure
himself in power. However to resist the monarchjgatensions, he strengthened his
position in parliament by building up the consemeatradical alliance. While his
ministry, through its efficiency, became indispdseao the king, Cavour evolved in
effect the system of ministerial responsibility garliament which was the essential
feature of the 19 century constitutional liberalism. For many natib patriots, the
parliamentary system had its attraction, the mor@sit provided an answer to the
baffling problem that the various peoples of Italguld need different forms of gov-
ernment. Parliamentarism also won for Sardiniahfient British benevolent neutral-
ity in the years of war against Austria.

Yet, Cavour never fell into the error that Italyutd achieve independence on
her own. He saw clearly that Italy must have tbiva assistance of a great military
power. From the beginning he was keen on playffigr@nce against Austria to the
advantage of Piedmont. The Sardinian participatidhe Crimean War did not bring
Cavour what he desired. What he feared was tlat@aco-Austrian alliance which
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would upset the balance against Sardinia would geeft was the bomb thrown by
Orsini that awakened Napoleon IIl to agree to theessity that something must be
done for Italy. However, Cavour induced Napolebmol agree to the secret Treaty of
Plombieres of 1858 and showed the mastery of digtanskill in inducing Austria to
declare War on Sardinia. Austria appeared theesggr and thus compelled Napoleon
[l to come to the aid of Piedmont. Cavour outedtNapoleon Il in the Central Italian
Duchies. He sent agents, Farini, Ricasoli, andSaalinian parties to work out a
general uprising there with the new governmenthefcentral duchies demanding an
union with Piedmont. Subsequently plebiscites wezlel in favor of union. Among
other reasons, the frustration of Napoleon III'sétian in the Central Duchies directed
him to settle with Austria at Villafranca in 1853y this Treaty of Turin, Cavour
gained Lombardy and the Central Duchies for Piednitoough Savoy and Nice was
ceded to France.

As a liberal monarchist, Cavour had never foegotiis aim of establishing a
constitutional monarchy for the new Italy nor hadldst his shrewdness as a politician
in preserving Piedmont the leadership and initeat¥the edifice of Italian unification.
After the unification of the north, in fear of tihepublicianism and seperatism in the
south Italian states, he knew he had to mold evenitss advantage. He managed to
divert the energies of Garibaldi to Sicily withafficially encouraging him. But when
Garibaldi had conquered Sicily and was winningoiets in Naples, he immediately
regain initiative for Peidmont by sending troopsoithe Papal states. Henceforth
Garibaldi would not be gaining all the prestige ghaty and his fame would not com-
pletely overshadow that of the king. Making uselebiscites, he managed to annex
Naples and Sicily by late 1860. Also he was camfiough not to allow Garibaldi from
attacking Rome, thus avoided a direct confrontation

Despite his great contribution, some limitatiowsld not be overlooked. The
first one should be that when he died in 1861, andlice, Savoy, Rome and a few
other districts had not been unified. The Risorgito had not been completed. More
of that, he also played some negative role in thication movement.

Also to Salvadori, the Plombieres agreement prokatdCavour only wanted to
unify Northern Italy instead of the whole one. ®ea even believed that he was not a
true believer of nationalism which was reflectedia willingness to cede Nice and
Savoy to France. Even though Napoleon Il hadfaldt fulfilled his obligation as-
signed by the alliance, Cavour still ceded the plazes to France. From this aspects,
despite his realization of the impossibility ofiytéo make alone, he upset the territorial
integrity of Italy.

Cavour’s unwillingness to help Garibaldi in congaog the South Italy was
again criticized by Taylor as putting himself iredeof Italy first. He pushed Garibaldi
off to Sicily in order to get him out of the waydam the hope that failure would ruin the
radicals once and for all. It was because Cavasg aconstitutional monarchist who
wanted to eliminate Mazzini, leader of the repulotis, and Garibaldi’s insistence on
accomplishing unification by the Italians’ own etfand on democracy being contra-
dictory to his political doctrines and diplomatikils Without Garibadli’'s ‘sword’,
Italian unification might have not been completedsson.

In a nutshell, Cavour played important, positiggher than negative role in the
Italian unification. The weaknesses of Italy haeady placed him into a difficult
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position. Only real politics could fulfill the daen, but it was on the expense of ac-
cusing from others. Had the unification movemauttfollowed his path, the Italian

kingdom would have not been founded only severehdes after the suppression of the
1848 revolution.
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“Italy was unified by improvisation instead of calculation.” Discuss
this statement.

A.
1.

VY.

wn

Calculation:

Whyte ascribes to Cavour great clearness of visintigcipation of events and even

a sureness of touch in all that he did from thesthne accepted a ministerial posi-

tion in the Piedmontese government. Even whendsgeywoung, Cavour had high

political ambitions and viewed the Italian questa@a single question- unification
of North Italy by the Piedmontese King under thiploé France.

Indeed, the calculation could be reflected in thiWing aspects:

I.  The participation in the Crimean War, rejecting wis of the Piedmontese
parliament, in order to raise lItalian issue to nin&tional level, could be re-
garded as a good example.

ii. The Franco-Prussian Alliance which promised to déide and Savoy and the
establishment of only a unified North Italy refledthis planning;

iii. The Austro-Sardinia War, especially the declarabbwar from Austria and
hence appeared as aggressor, also followed Cavaarising. His compro-
mise with Napoleon Il also made possible the aatier of Lombardy;

iv. The encouragement of Garibaldi to the South Itddg, prevention of Gari-
baldi’s attack on Rome.

v. Apart from his skillful diplomacy, his internal @m also consolidated
Piedmont as a leading state. In this regard, tiffecation was long planned.

Improvisation:
Favorable international circumstances such as ittlaries between the powers
accidentally happened during that era. This inetlicdambitions of Napoleon llI,
Britain and Russia’s non-intervention, struggleléadership between Austria and
Prussia in the German Confederation and so on.
Garibaldi’s successful conquest of the South ddp was unexpected by Cavour.
The complete unification was under the hands o&$tay instead of Italy. Only
after the Franco-Prussian War when France wasteeféaly could annex Venetia
and even Rome. Obviously, the Franco-Prussian Wéer not planned by any
Italian.
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What were the barriers to Italian unity?

Before 1815, Italy had already divided up into snatates. In the Vienna Set-
tlement, Venetia and Lombardy were placed undectiAustrian rule. There was no
great demand among ltalians for unity. Italiantyimias really very difficult to obtain
and there really had its barriers. In the follogvirwould like to give what these barriers
were and how they were overcome.

Since the early Middle Ages, Italy had been frametto time the battleground
of the greater powers, and her territory had beéhigp into many small states which
had fought one another, been conquered or anne@xered separate existence, been
enlarged or diminished in extent, in a bewildesngcession of events. The way of life
differed greatly between southern and northerry.lt@eneral dissension seemed more
characteristic of Italian life than united activityrhere was no national flag nor great
cooperation between Italian states. Often lodarsthad scarified national aspirations
for self-interest and had sought foreign aid tgphein their domestic quarrels. The
states were used to be a separate existence awmiffeaitdg interests, organization and
loyalties. There were also different customs, lksu®sr the various states, and there
was no uniformity in the currencies, weights andasuees and other aspects of or-
ganization. In addition, the mountain ranges dadimadequate of roads acted as na-
tional barriers to Italian unity.

Moreover, the Congress of Vienna decided to restbe old rulers and the
hopes of the more enlightened Italians- that tHeofaNapoleon would be followed by
the establishment of a single government for thelevlcountry- were dashed to the
ground. For the next forty-five years there wegheseparate political units in Italy. It
was to be expected that every ruler would opposesaheme of Italian unity which
would involve his own retirement. Besides, theglahed all constitutions and many
laws and institutions of French origins. No stdtad a parliament and there was no
semblance of popular participation in governmefihe governments were mostly
corrupt, and the peoples were ignorant and supets) they had not learned the ne-
cessity for concerted action, and many of the adslgg were merely local and were
easily suppressed.

But, apart from the antagonism of the lesser suéard the indifference of the
people, the greatest difficulties to be overcoméhimge who schemed for Italian unity
were the power of Austria and the power of the Popestria was immensely strong,
and she held that she was entitled by reason gfds=ression of Lombardy and Venetia
and of her indirect control of the central duchiesgxercise influence over every state
in the peninsula. The Pope presented, perhapsyemmore formidable obstacles to
unity, since any attempts to deprive him of contnadr the states of the church might be
met by spiritual penalties, and excommunicatiors@néed real terrors to an ignorant
peasantry. The Pope had temporal power over ¢édtatisaand his territory constituted
a break between the northern and southern patalgf IHe was supported not only by
loyal Catholics in Italy but also by France and #ias Any action against the authority
of the Pope would certainly arouse Catholic anteggonn these countries.

Furthermore, there were different schools of thwghere three main schools
of thoughts on how to achieve unity, but all thgeeups disliked each other and had no
wish to cooperate. Mazzini wanted to abolish mohigss and to establish a democratic
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republic. Gioberti advocated the idea of formattanfederation headed by the Pope.
The intellectuals and business men in Piedmont edatd have a liberal monarchy
under Charles Albert. All these schools of thowagfected the unity of Italy.

In addition, the interference from outside alsasgal the failure of the early
attempt to unification. For example, in Naples d&iddmont in 1820, there were
revolutionary movements occurred there. In bottest they were for a time suc-
cessful, and constitutions were granted. Howendsath states Austrian troops in-
tervened on behalf of the monarchy, the constihgtiwere annulled, and despotism was
re-established. The failure of these efforts was due to the lack of sound leadership
and support from within Mazzini was no statesmanganeral, he was the poet, the
idealist, the apostle of the movement. Revoluti@satended to be idealistic because
Mazzini was high sounding and idealistic peoplée Tocal rising of indefinite aim and
with limited support, would be powerless to achigaéan unity and independence.

There was also al lack of foreign support. In@8&isturbances occurred in
central Italy. The rulers of Parma and Modena vesqeelled and a considerable rising
broke out in the Papal States. The Italians fam& hoped for French support, but
Louis Philippe was disinclined to risk his newlymerown in war with Austria, whose
prompt action was again successful in pulling ddia rebels. As a conclusion the
Italian revolts broke out in 1848 were inspiredhagred of foreign rule rather than by
the ideal of national unity. The numerous movemaitthat year had little or no
connection with one another, and if they had beenessful Italy would still have been
divided into many small states and Italian unitywdo not have been achieved.
However, in the subsequent years the mentalitheitalians changed and there had a
growing sense of nationalism and together withatfier factors, finally contributed to
the Italian unity.

(Note: How were these barriers overcome?

George Meredith’s opinion:

There was the growth of national feeling - Carbgnéoung Italy, and the work of
Mazzini,

There was also internal reforms and skillful dipamy of Cavour

There was also the conquest of South Italy by Géatip
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Account for Piedmont’s leadership in the Italian unification

For centuries lItaly, in the phrase of Metternislas nothing more than a geo-
graphical expression. lItaly laid under the hedioogign domination. Unfortunately,
the Italian people themselves had not yet attaioed full sense of national con-
sciousness. lItaly, like Greece, was a place walenest every spot had its own tradi-
tions. So, one attempt after another in 1820, 183D 1848 in Italy had failed. It
seemed to those who hoped for better things thatawement could not come unless
the Papacy would suddenly reform its whole admiaigtn; reform could only come
from the one really Italian state-Piedmont. Acaogtl, men’s eyes gradually focused
on Piedmont as a possible nucleus of the Italigfication. | would like to explain this
in the following.

There were several factors which directly andrigxtly led to the emergence of
Piedmont to become the leader of the Italian uaiifos.

The kingdom of Sardinian were the only truly indegent state in Italy, so it
was much easier for her to lead the Italian asastsenot under the influence of foreign
powers. On the other hand, the other Italian statre directly or indirectly controlled
by Austrians, so their revolts were useless. Tégicess in revolts was only temporary
and it was not significant in the whole Italian cg®t As we can see from the previous
uprisings in 1820 and 1830 revolutions, all revoitthhose smaller states were met with
disaster and were all suppressed by the Austridssa result, it was better for Pied-
mont to lead the Italian unification and helped ttleer states to expel the Austrian
from ltaly.

Unlike other Italian states, Piedmont had its fabte strategic position in
northern Italy. She was not surrounded by the #arsinfluence belt. Her neighboring
states such as France or Switzerland had no iotetdgiintervene in the Italian affairs.
As a result, this provided her a good advantagetwthie other states could not possess.
So this made her the leader of the Italian unifcat

Besides, the failure of the Mazzinian and the @&rohn revolts in 1848 revo-
lutions also strengthened the position of Piednmothe Italian cause. In 1848, a sec-
tion of Italian patriots were attracted by the gtamof Gioberti’'s proposals in his fa-
mousPrimato. He wanted to constitute the Pope to be the bédlde Italian league
which were composed of different states associtigdther in a federation. At the
same time, Pius IX ascended the papal throne amadtv Pope was believed to be
anti-Austrian and he was influenced by Giobertididvers. Later he proclaimed an
amnesty for all political offenders and it was éelled by other measures such as the
institution of a Council of States, the establishingf a municipality in Rome and so
on. These spontaneous reforms on the part of tis¢ conservative government in Italy
were interpreted throughout the Peninsula as at@akms. Unfortunately in April,
1848, Pius IX suddenly declared to the world that with Austrian was wholly ab-
horrent from the counsels of a Pope. This annaueoéwas significant in some ways
than one; primarily it meant that the dream whiel mspired Gioberti’®rimato had
collapsed. The plan of a federation was definisetiyaside. The immediate result was
to encourage the king of Naples to overthrow thestitution of the southern Kingdom
and to recall his forces from the front. Hencelfgidi’'s dream had completely broken
into pieces. The defection of her allies left Piedht to carry on the struggle with
Austria single-handed.
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In 1849, after the failure of the Giobertians aldarles Albert’'s attempt to
establish the Kingdom of Upper Italy, the revolaaoy elements in Rome proclaimed a
republic of which Mazzini became the virtual head e Pope passed into exile. The
Pope however appealed to the powers of Europecamdifin Napoleon Il a source of
aid. Since Napoleon Ill was anxious to placatectedacal opinion at home, the French
force eventually overcame the Roman Republic ardPtbpe was restored. The tri-
umph of despotism was completed- Naples, SicilynRoVenice, Lombardy, had all
rebelled but failed. For the causes of Italiartyyrthe year 1848 seemed to be entirely
negative. But gloomy as things were, at leastionp®rtant lesson had they learnt- the
Kingdom of Sardinia must play the leading role ny ainited Italian movement and
foreign aid must be obtained. As a result, wesanthat the 1848 revolutions in Italy
was the turning point of Italian history as theemained Piedmont whose king, though
defeated militarily, gained the leadership afte48.8The event of 1848 also resulted in
the emergence to the prime ministership of Sard@&vour who played an important
role of making Piedmont the leader of the Italianse.

Imagine the Mazzinian and the Giobertians sucakeddheir revolts, then
either a republic or a federation under the Popetgrol would have been set up in
Italy. Thus the Italian history had to be rewnteand Piedmont would no longer get her
leading position in the Italian unification.

Although the Mazzinian movement had failed, Marzgave the Italian the idea
of a united Italy, he had educated the Italianamato realize that Italy was a nation and
it was not a geographical expression. He hadrakste the ways of rules for Piedmont
to translate his idea from theory into practiceistimaking more Italians and public
opinions turned to Piedmont. It was no doubt azrzini had helped Piedmont to gain
support from the Italian and made her the leadéneftalian cause.

Yet if nothing positive was achieved during thealaetionary movements of
1848 in Italy, at least one step forward was gasethe bold, patriotic Piedmont king
Viictor Emmanuel Il determined on national unitide was a fiery little man but his
devotion to the national cause was never in doulpeat advance over any previous
king of Piedmont. Meanwhile, there also came atgstatesman- Cavour, whose
life-work constitutes the history of the Italian maf liberation on its second phrase.

Cavour came to the head of the government in 18%8. achievement in the
domestic event merit some notice. He laid the dations of an organized and con-
solidated state- the necessary prelude to aneaifi¢oreign policy. Cavour reformed
the finance, developed the railway system, lowa@emercial tariffs and the most
important one was to improve the military defenaed reorganized the army which
made Piedmont has the strongest army and powergtheritalian states so as to cope
with the strong Austria, this made the Italianstpport Piedmont in order to fulfill
their aims.

In his foreign policy, Cavour realized that Piedmwas too weak to cope sin-
gle-handed with the Central Empires. Without alhy #alian resistance would break
into pieces and it was necessary to secure afoalBiedmont. His first step was taken
when assisting the 1853 revolution in Milan, irtéié by Mazzini who regarded that
Lombardy and Venetia was a strategic center ancceessful revolution would para-
lyze Austria. The intervention failed in its immatd objective but it was approved by
England and France and revealed Piedmont as thepotia of oppressed Italians. The
real turning point, however, came in 1855 with dieeision of Cavour to participate in
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the Crimean War, a decision which enhanced theigeesf the Sardinian monarchy
and gave it a claim upon the gratitude of its allién the Congress of Paris in 1856,
Cavour denounced the evils of Austrians oppressidtaly and he got sympathy from
England’s public opinion although she could nodlematerial assistance to Piedmont.

When Cavour’s reform at home, the Italians thoubht only Piedmont could
lead them to success and under good relationsivpeba Piedmont and other Euro-
pean powers they thought that Piedmont was thdeadér of the whole Italy and it is
she that could only achieve the Italian cause.a Assult, Piedmont’s leading status in
the Italian cause was raised rapidly.

In addition French intervention in the Italiarusa in 1858 also consolidated
Piedmont as the leader of liberation. The Frenclg kn the meantime was Louis
Napoleon who was induced by a variety of motivesgeume an active part in the
Italian movement.

In 1858 he and Cavour concluded the Pact of Plerabiby which France was
to help Italy if she was attacked by Austria. Whastria declared war on Italy in
1859, France duly stepped in to protect Piedméifiter they had captured Lombardy,
Napoleon suddenly made an armistice with the Aaissriat Villafranca because of
strong opposition from home. Cavour’'s rage washier and he resigned office, his
work then seemed not compromised. In this crises)talian people however took their
destiny into their own hands, recognizing that #omamust learn to lean on itself and
the unification could only be accomplished by ttadidan themselves.

As a result, central Italy boldly refused to adaiye decision that the rulers of
Parma, Tuscany, Modena and the Romagnato had éstenad. The Austrian debacle
should be rested and they determined to unite Rigdmont. Napoleon was true to the
principle of the plebiscite by which he himself lresn to power, agreed to allow them
to do so if the populace wished. The populacewdgh and an overwhelming vote
declared in favor of union with the Sardinian mahgr Thus the result of Napoleon’s
intervention in 1859 was the addition not only ainhbardy but of central Italy to
Piedmont. It seemed that to unify with Piedmonsilae only practice in achieving
Italian unity now fast becoming a fact. Her leadposition in Italian cause was con-
solidated.

Suggested that France continued the war with fustrgot Venetia, then the
whole Italian movement might have been achievedthad-renchmen and Piedmont
would only play a minor role in the whole nationabvement.

Lastly, the activities of the remarkable man, Galdi, also played an important
part of bringing Piedmont the leader of the ltal@use. As the head of his Thousand
Red Shirt, he landed at Marsala and within a mothi,red shirts had forced the re-
tirement of the Neapolitan garrison. Garibaldintteeossed the Strait of Messina and
took up their headquarters at Naples which the BouKing had already evacuated.

Although Garibaldi had conquered Naples and Siaifzich threatened the
leading position of Piedmont, as now it came thecat moment- could he remain
faithful to Emmanuel 1l or if he then swept int@tRapal States, would he declare some
sort of republic? Fortunately it was Cavour whal aturned to power and saved
Piedmont from being thrown out of the Italian causte realized that the republican
supporters of Mazzini were now gaining great sttier@gnong Garibaldi’s followers, it
was very dangerous that the nationalist movemeghtrabandon Piedmontese lead-
ership and turned republican. He must therefoneeb@w check Garibaldi’'s plans and
making the Italians turned to the Piedmontese.ag@gement with France, he sent the
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Piedmontese army to invade the Marches and desttbgePapal forces. Further the
army marched onto Naples, forestalling and checttiegnovement of Garibaldi. After
a popular plebiscite had been held in Umbria, Mesciind Naples and they were duly
annexed to the Piedmontese monarchy one after ©he.victory was a personal tri-
umph for Cavour as the leading position of Piednwead further strengthened and their
success was not far. The union of Italy underehdership of Piedmont was now an
accomplished fact.

All in all, we have seen that there are severetiofs which directly and indi-

rectly made Piedmont as the leader of the Italarse. For instance, the coming of a
liberal king and also an efficient prime minist&avour who made the prosperity of
Piedmontese economy, good relationship with thieaita and the European power.
Also the failure of Mazzinian, Giobertian and Galihan in achieving their own am-
bitions also helped the emergence of Piedmont.idBeghe France intervention in
1859 also consolidated the leading position of i@tk and gained more support from
the Italians as they now realized that Piedmont tlvas savior which only she could
emancipate them from Austrian domination. Finadl{870, Italy was united and free,
the ltalian unification under the leadership ofdm®nt was achieved.
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